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Abstract

A subset A of a topological space X is called relatively functionally countable
(RFC) in X, if for each continuous function f : X — R the set f[4] is
countable. We prove that all RFC subsets of a product [] X,, are countable,

new

assuming that spaces X,, are Tychonoff and all RFC subsets of every X, are
countable. In particular, in a metrizable space every RFC subset is countable.

The main tool in the proof is the following result: for every Tychonoff
space X and any countable set () C X there is a continuous function f :
X% — R? such that the restriction of f to Q“ is injective.
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1. Introduction
This paper comes from the following

Question 1.1 (A.V. Osipov). Is there an uncountable set A C [0, 1]* such
that for every continuous function f : [0,1]“ — R the set f[A] is countable?

The author knows this problem from private communication with A.V. Os-
ipov. In 2016 Osipov and A. Miller proved that the answer is no under b > w;
or cov(meager) > wq, but they did not publish these results. Apparently, no
one ever raised Question [[.1]in literature, although one can find some discus-
sion at this problem on mathoverflow [5], where user fedja and T. Banakh
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proved the negative answer under ~CH. In this paper we prove the negative
answer in ZFC.

Instead of the term projectively countable as in 3], let us use the following
notion.

Definition 1.2. A subset A of a topological space X is called relatively
functionally countable (RFC) in X, if for every continuous function f : X —
R the set f[A] is countable.

Note that being an RFC subset is not the same as being a functionally
countable subspace. For instance, if A is an uncountable discrete and X
is one-point compactification of A, then A is an RFC subset and is not
a functionally countable subspace. However, every functionally countable
subspace is an RFC subset. A nice criterion of functional countability for
perfectly normal spaces can be found in [4].

Let us describe the structure of this paper. The most complicated result
here is (rather technical) Theorem B.7l Section Bl is devoted entirely to its
proof. Corollaries of Theorem B.7]in terms of functional countability and, in
particular, the negative answer to Question [I.1] can be found in Section [4l

2. Preliminaries

We assume the following notation and conventions.

e We use the term #ree and associated notation as in [3, Definition I11.5.1]
or 2, Definition 9.10] with the following amendments:

— instead of “immediate successor” we say son;
— the set of all leaves of a tree T' is denoted by L(T);
— we write T' < P to say that T is a subtree of P.

e if a function f: X — R? is bounded, then we denote ||f|| the uniform
norm of f in any norm of the plane R2.

e the restriction of a function f: X — Y to a set A C X is denoted by
fla.

e countable means not greater than countable.



The following obvious proposition plays a significant role in our argumen-
tation.

Proposition 2.1. Denote O = [—1,1] x [0,1] and L = {(z,y) € [-1,1] x
[0,1] : @ = 0 or y = 0}. Suppose we are given a countable set @ C [—1,1] x
(0,1]. Then there is a continuous function ¢ : O — L such that (whenever
re[-1,1 anda € Q):

(1) ¢(z,0) = (z,0);
(2) QO([L’, 1) = (O> 1);'
(3) »la) # (0,0).

Also let us note a trivial fact on RFC sets.

Proposition 2.2. If a subset A of a topological space X is RFC, then for
every natural n and any continuous f : X — R™ the set f[A] is countable.

3. Constructing maps into the plane R?

In this section we use functions, whose codomains are sets of some special
form in the plane R?. To define this special form we need the following two
definitions.

Definition 3.1. We say that a triple (p, I, U) is a sprig, if all the following
conditions are satisfied:

(a) pis a point in R?;
(b) I is a line segment in R? and p is an end-point for I;
(¢) U is a neighborhood of I\ {p}.

Definition 3.2. We say that a rooted tree (T, <) of finite height is an oak,
if all its elements are sprigs and every t = (p, I, U) € T satisfies the following
conditions:

(A) if (¢,J,V) is a son of t, then ¢ € I\ {p}, JNI = {q}, V € U and
Vnil={q}
(B) if (q1, J1, V1) and (qq, Jo, Va) are different sons of ¢, then V; NV, = 0.

If (T, <) is an oak and T' = {(p;, I}, U;) : t € T'}, then we denote:
o Y(T) = U I

teT



o K(T)={p:t €T} (from Knots);
e C(T)= U (L\{p}) (from Crown);

teL(T)
o R(T)=Y(T)\ C(T).

Note that the order < of an oak (7, <) is determined by the family 7', so
we lose no information writing 7" instead of (7', <).

Definition 3.3. Suppose T' < P are oaks and X is a space. We say that a
function g : X — Y (P) is a T-evolution of a function f : X — Y (7)), if for
all a € X such that f(a) € R(T') we have g(a) = f(a).

Definition 3.4. Suppose 7' is an oak, X is a space and () C X. We say that
a continuous function f: X — Y(T) is a (T, X, Q)-lifting, if f|Q] C C(T).

Definition 3.5. Suppose T is an oak, X is a space, Q C X and W is a cover
of the set (). We say that a (T, X, Q)-lifting f is (T, X, Q, W)-splitting, if for
every leaf (p,I,U) € L(T) there is W € W such that f~![I]NQ C W.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose T is an oak, X is a Tychonoff space, a set () C X
is countable, f is a (T, X,Q)-lifting, W is an open cover of the set Q and
e > 0. Then there is an oak P = T and a (P, X, Q,W)-splitting T-evolution
g of the function f such that ||f — g|| < e.

Proof. Fix any indexing @ = {a,, : n € w}. Denote fy = f and Ty = T. Now
let us presume that for some n € w we have an oak T,, > T and a continuous
function f, : X — Y(T,,) with the following properties:

(A1) the set T, \ T is finite;

(A2) £,[Q)N (R(T) U K(T,)) = 0;

(A3) for every (p,I,U) € T, \ T there is W € W such that f1[I] C W.
Let us take t, = (pn, I,,U,) € T, such that f,(a,) € I,,. If t,, ¢ T, define

T,v1 =T, and f,y1 = f,. Otherwise choose any interval H,, C I, which

contains the point f,(a,) and is small enough to satisfy the following two
properties:

(H1) the length of H,, is less than e/2"2;
(H2) H,NK(T},) = 0.

Take any sprig s, = (¢n, Jn, V) such that
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(S1) gn € Hy \ fulQJ;
(S2) T,y1 =T, U{s,} is an oak;
(S3) the length of J, is less than /272

Suppose a, € W, € W. Denote O, = W, N f'[H,]; note that it is
an open set. Choose any continuous function h, : X — [0,1] such that
hyn(a,) =1 and h,[X \ O,] = {0}.

Now let us take any continuous function ¢, : H, x [0,1] — H,, U J, with
the properties as in Proposition .1, namely that, whenever z € H, and

a€QNOy:

(F1) pn(z,0) ==
(F2) wn(z,1) € Ju \ {an};
(F3) wn(fula), hn(a)) # gn.

Define the function f,11 : X — Y (7T,11) in the following way:

en(fu(a), hn(a)), a € Oy;

fraala) = {fn(a), a€X\O0,.

It is easy to see that T),.1 and f,. satisfy the recursion assumption and
||fn+1 - an < 5/2n+1’

Thus, the sequence (f,)ne, uniformly converges to some continuous func-
tion g : X — R? such that ||f — g|| < &. The tree P = |J T, = T is an oak

new

(and its height is not greater than height of 7" plus 1). It is also not difficult
to see that g is a (P, X, @, W)-splitting T-evolution of the function f. O

Theorem 3.7. Suppose X is a Tychonoff space and a set Q C X is count-
able. Then there is a continuous function f : X* — R? such that its restric-
tion to Q“ is injective.

Proof. For every n € N choose some open cover W, of the set Q" in the
space X" in such a way that for any different points a,b € Q“ there isn € N
such that no element of W, contains both al,, and b|,.

Take a sprig t = (p, I,U), where p = {0,0}, I = [0,1] x {0} and U = R2.
Denote T} = {t} and denote fi(z) = (1,0) for all z € X.

Now suppose that for some n € N we have an oak T}, and a (7,,, X", Q")-
lifting f,, : X™ — Y (T,,).

By Lemma there is an oak 7,41 > T, and a (T4, X™, Q", W,)-
splitting T},-evolution g, of the function f,, such that || f,—g.|| < 1/2". Define
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the function f,,,1 : X" — Y(T,,41) in such way that f,1(z1,...,2p41) =
gn(x1, ..., x,), so the pair f,,1, T, satisfies the recursion assumption.
Now for all n € N define the functions h, : X“ — Y(7,,) as follows:
ho(x1,29,...) = fu(x1, ..., 2,). We have ||h,i1 — || = |lgn — ful] < 1/27,
so the sequence (h,)nen uniformly converges to some continuous function
f: X“ — R2. It remains to note that f is as required. O

Of course, Theorem B.7 may be extended to products of different spaces.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose we are given Tychonoff spaces X,, for alln € w and
countable sets Q,, C X,,. Then there is a continuous function f : [[ X, —

new

R? such that its restriction to [] Q, is injective.
new

Proof. We can suppose that all X,, are pairwise disjoint subsets of some space
X. Applying Theorem B.7to X and @ = |J @, we obtain this corollary. [

new

Remark 3.9. The plane R? in Theorem [3.7] can not be replaced by R.

Proof. Suppose a function f : RY — R is continuous. Let us show that the
restriction of f to Q¥ is not injective.

For all z1,...,z, € Q let us denote H(xy,...,x,) = {s € R¥ : 5|, =
(x1,...,2,)}. Clearly, every set f[H(xy,...,2,)] is connected. If some
one of sets f[H(z)] is singleton, then f|ge is not injective. Otherwise,
since f is continuous, we can choose rational numbers a; # b; such that
|f[H(a1)] N f[H(by)]] > 1. Reasoning similarly, we get rational numbers
as, as, ... and by, bs, ... such that |f[H (a,...,a,)] N f[H(by,...,b,)]| > 1
whenever n € N. It follows that f(ai,as,...) = f(b1,ba,...). O

4. Relatively functionally countable subsets of products

Theorem 4.1. Suppose we are given Tychonoff spaces X,, for alln € w and
all REC subsets of every X,, are countable. Then all RFC subsets of ] X,

necw
are countable.

Proof. Suppose a set A C [] X, = Y is RFC. In particular, for every

necw
projection m, : Y — X,,, defined as m,(z1,xs,...) = z,, the set @Q,, = m,[A]
is countable.



By Corollary 3.8 there is a continuous function f : Y — R? such that its
restriction to [[ @, (and hence to A) is injective. By Proposition the

new
set f[A] is countable, so A is countable too. O
In particular, the answer to Question [I.1]is no.

Corollary 4.2. Every RFC subset of a metrizable space is countable.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem M. and the fact that every metrizable space
can be embedded into w-th power of a metrizable hedgehog [, Theorem
4.4.9]. O

Clearly, there is no possibility to replace w by w; in Theorem [£.1] since
the uncountable functionally countable space w; can be embedded into X“*
whenever X is Hausdorff and | X| > 1.

Question 4.3 (~CH). Is there a set A C [0,1]* such that |A| = ¢ and for
every continuous function f : [0,1]* — R we have |f[A]| < ¢?

More generally,

Question 4.4 (-CH). Is there a metrizable space X and its subset A such
that for every continuous f : X — R we have |f[A]] < |A| < ¢?
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